CONCORDIA UNVERSITY 


Fine Arts Faculty Council 


November 7, 1986 


PRESENT: R.J. Parker, Chair; K. Adams; I.Sendek; C. MacKenzie; 


M. Falsetto; L. Lacroix; J. Levitin; D. McDonald; 

P. Landsley; K. Tweedie; W. Krol; G. Gross; S. Panet- 
Raymond; D. Pariser; S. Paikowsky; A. Herman; F. Mulvey; 
I. Whittome; B. Wainwright; R. Gomez; S. Friedland; 

E. Mongerson; R. Miller; K. Raudsepp; J. Huh; S. Bryan; 
M.E. Chamney. 


ABSENT: C. Jackson, E. Sacca (with apologies) 


CLOSED SESSION 


OPEN SESSION 


lL. 


Order of the Day 


Having determined that there was no further business, the 
Dean moved to the second item on the agenda. 


Approval of the Minutes 


The minutes of the meetings of May 27, 1986, and October 3, 
1986 were met with approval. 


Chairs Remarks 


The Dean advised that discussion pertaining to Merit would be 
deferred until the December Council meeting, permitting 
Departmental Chairs more time to examine the issue. Likewise, 
an initial discussion regarding the relationship between the 
Dean's Advisory Committee and the Personnel Advisory Committe 
would also placed on the agenda at the next Chairs meeting. 


The Dean then informed Council that a two-day Academic Planning 
Session, involving the Rector, the Vice Rectors, as well as 

the Deans, was in the offing. The intention of the session 

was to provide a 5-year projection in terms of the University's 
general direction and orientation. Once identified, these 
projections would then be documented. 


The Dean referred to a Planning Document resulting from a 
1972 Planning Committee within the Department of Fine Arts, 
before its expansion and formation as a faculty. 


This document, to be circulated to Departmental Chairs, 
would provide a perspective on the ensuing changes and 
decisions that had come about in the Faculty over the past 
sixteen years. 


Question Period 


In reference to the Academic Planning session, J. Levitin 
asked how it compared with the role of the Senate Committee. 


The Dean replied that as many of the people already on the 
Senate Committee would also be participating in the Academic 
Planning session, a direct liaison existed. The latter, 
however, would comprise only senior administrators, including 
the Rector and Vice Rectors. 


D. Pariser then inquired at what point would Faculty be 
implicated. 


The Dean's response was that once the Academic Planning 
Committee had defined the planning process and considered 
the issues, the resolution and implementation of the afore- 
mentioned would invariably necessitate Faculty input. 


To G. Gross' question concerning the consequences of the 
recent flood in the VA Building, the Dean replied that he 
had not yet received a report from either Security or Health 
& Safety regarding the extent of damages. One important 
point that had come to his attention, however, had been the 
ineffectual evacuation of the premises. 


D. Pariser noted that one of the exits -- the loading doors -- 
had been kept shut during the incident, the reason being that 

Security had deemed the possibility of theft a greater concern 
than a timely exit. He further added that this showed a lack 

of priority and should not be repeated in the future. 


Graduate Curriculum Report 


C. MacKenzie thought it worth noting that of the 45 graduate 
fellowships awarded for the 1986/87 year, 11 of the receipients 
had been from the Faculty of Fine Arts. Given the small 
percentage of graduate students in the University, this sum 
represented an “astonishing accomplishment". 


C. MacKenzie then moved for the acceptance of Report #5 
and was seconded by P. Landsley. 


The Report contained various modifications listed herewith: 


1. The division of two 6-credit courses in four 3-credit 
courses for the M.A. in Art Education. This would allow 
for greater flexibility in terms of scheduling and would 
accomodate a wider range of topics. 


2. The M.A. in Art Education, Option "B" (Art Therapy) would 
henceforth reflect that area of concentration with an 
M.A. designated to Art Therapy. 


3. The Diploma in Music would reflect modifications in terms 
of course numbers and course titles for 4 undergraduate 
electives that had been given diploma equivalency. 


4. The M.F.A. in Studio Art involved two major proposals for 
modifications: a) that the present 5-year term be reduced 
to 4 years, as per the recent BGS appraisal report and 
b) that a detailed outline be submitted one month prior 
to the oral presentation. This would assist students in 
clarifying their objectives, resulting in a more cohesive 
presentation. 


Questions regarding the revised deadline for the M.F.A. were 
raised by several members of Council. Both S. Paikowsky and 
M. Falsetto voiced concern that the new time limit would 

hinder part-time students possibly enrolled in the programme. 


C. MacKenzie responded with assurances that deadlines could 
be waived to comply with individual requirements, but noted 
that the majority of M.F.A. students were, in fact, full-time. 


Motion: The question was called and carried. 


Faculty Curriculum Committee: Call for Nominations 


The following members of Faculty were elected to the Fine Arts 
Curriculum Committee: R. Bigelow (Printmaking & Photography ) 
and S. Paikowsky (Art History). 


Nominations of Student Representatives on Faculty Council 


Mari Elin Chamney, Graduate Student Representative and 
Nicki des Ormeaux, Undergraduate Student Representative 
were elected to Council by acclamation. 


Call for Nominations: Student Representative on Council 
Steering Committee 


It was suggested that Council wait until all written 
nominees had been submitted by the student associations 
before electing a representative. 


9. Recommended Modifications to the Summer Timetable 


The proposed modifications to the summer timetable, requested 
by the Faculties of Commerce & Administration, and Engineering 
& Computer Science, were presented to Council for discussion. 


Some of the issues/objections raised were as follows: 
1. The extended summer session would: 


a) overlap with the period required by the Cinema and Photo- 
graphy technicians to realign equipment, an essential 
service required prior to the commencement of the Fall 
term; 


b) interfer with the Department of Cinema's jury meetings 
(normally scheduled between July 22 - 26), during which 
time student work was evaluated; 


c) eliminate the break between Summer and Fall programmes; 


a) incur additional costs for travel and accomodations 
related to visiting master teachers and special lecturers 
only available during the Summer term. 


2. The erratic schedule would pose problems not only for faculty, 
but also for students whose summer employment schedules 
were often arranged in advance based on past timetables. 


3. The inclusion of Friday night sessions (4 per 6-credit 
courses, 2 per 3-credit), would cause religious conflicts 
for Jewish or Moslem students, as well as being unpopular 
with the student community as a whole. 


Although it was conceded that the new schedule might prove 
advantagious in regards to academic programme offerings, 
allowing for greater diversification in summer course content, 
it was not deemed beneficial where studio courses were 
concerned. 


It was also felt by the majority of Council members that 
though the proposed modifications might prove serviceable from 
an administrative point of view, the University's primary 
mandate was to service the students. 


10. Other Business 


J. Levitin wished to point out that of the 66 scholarships 

that had been awarded, the Faculty of Fine Arts had received 
but 5. The Chair stated that he would refer this to the next 
meeting of the Department Chairs. 


Madeleine Lajambe 
November 24, 1986 


